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West's Key Number Digest 


West's Key Number Digest, Judgesifi=r5 1 (3) 


Whether the affidavit must be made by the party, or may be made either by the party or by the attorney, depends on 
the terms of the statute. 


In some jurisdictions, the affidavit for disqualification of a judge may be made either by the party! or by the party's attorney.” 
In other jurisdictions, the affidavit must be made by the party, and not by an attorney or agent, although the application may 
be made by the attorney.* 


Where the statute so requires, all parties defendant must join in the affidavit, unless it appears that one who does not join is 
merely a nominal party or has defaulted, while in some jurisdictions, at least a designated percentage of the parties must join 


the application.° In case of a corporation, the affidavit may be made by one of its agents duly authorized to make it.” 


Estoppel. 


A purported application for a change of venue from a judge, filed in derogation of statute by the attorney for defendant does 


not estop defendant from thereafter filing proper application in defendant's own behalf.® 
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